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would have involved the putting on trial of General Mercier
on the charge of having communicated to the first court
martial secret documents unknown to the defence: both
parties agreed that " if Dreyfus left penal servitude, Mercier
must go and take the vacant place." Not Mercier only but the
elite of the army were involved : such a condemnation of their
chiefs was beyond the power of a body of subordinate officers.
The original evidence being largely discredited, they were
solemnly told by the Libre Parole that moral conviction was
enough to convict on if formal proofs were missing. The Cour
de Cassation had evidently made a great blunder in n'ot using
their legal right (which they used at the final trial of 1906)
not only to quash the 1894 verdict but to pronounce an
acquittal on their own authority. It may be finally-said that the
Government, over-anxious not to seem to exert any pressure,
failed to make it clear to the prosecution that an acquittal was
officially expected and the trial only a matter of form. The
prosecuting officer adopted, in fact, the attitude of one for whom
nothing had happened since I894.1 But the very scandal of the
verdict, if it rejoiced some hearts, had in many ways a better
effect than a genuine acquittal: it opened the eyes of all save
the wilfully blind to the fact that the enemies of Dreyfus were
yet more powerful and unscrupulous than had been realized, and
that until they had been exposed and reduced to helplessness
the whole political and social order was scarcely safe.

4.   " I/AFFAIRE   DREYFUS " :   ITS   SIGNIFICANCE
Who were these enemies, and how is one to account for a
violence of feeling, a virulence of abuse, a letting-loose of the
worst passions on a scale scarcely paralleled in any civilized
country? Anti-Semitism by itself, however unscrupulously
fanned, was scarcely enough to account for such a large
measure of unanimity. The solution lies in the fact that the
" Dreyfus case " provided a convenient rallying-ground for
1 The defence was badly bungled by differences of policy between the
two counsels, Demange and Labori.
346